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DETAILED ACTION 

The amendment filed on 1/8/07 has been entered. By this amendment, 
claims 4, 7-8, 20, 23-24 and 35 have been canceled and claims 1-3, 5-6, 9-19, 
21-22, 25-34 and 36-38 are now pending in the application. 

Specification 

1. The abstract exceeds 150 words in length. The abstract should be in 
narrative form and generally limited within the range of 50 to 150 words , since 
the space provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the printer is 
limited. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 33 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

In claim 33, line 8, the claimed limitation "particular event" should be 
corrected to "wagering event". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of35U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the 
manner and process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact 
terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it 
is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best 
mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-3, 5-6, 9-19, 21-22 and 25-32 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description 
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requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, which was not described in 
the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. The newly added limitation in claims 1 
and 17 contains new subject matter. In particular, the specification does not 
disclose generating a stop bet command such that a bet transmitted prior to the 
stop bet command will be accepted even if the bet is received after the stop bet 
command as claimed in claims 1 and 17. Further, the specification in page 13, 
lines 27-29 discloses that "If first facility 102 determines that bet 150 was not 
received prior to issuance of the "stop bet" command 155 . then first wagering 
facility 102 may refuse bet 150". This contradicts with the newly added 
limitation " a bet transmitted prior to the stop bet command will be accepted 
even if the bet is received after the stop bet command ". Claims 2-3, 5-6, 9-16, 
18, 19, 21-22 and 25-32 are rejected as being dependent on the rejected base 
claim. 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out 
and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his 
invention. 

5. Claims 33-34 and 36-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 33, lines 7-9, the claimed limitation "receiving a stop bet 
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command" and "accepting subsequently received bets on the particular event if 
transmitted prior to the stop bet command" do not connect or relate with other 
limitations in claim 33. Further, it is not clear which facility receives a top bet 
command and which facility accepts the received bets? Further, the limitation 
"event if transmitted prior to the stop bet command" is ambiguous. It is not 
clear as if the "each of the plurality bets" in line 5 is transmitted prior to the 
stop bet command or if the "subsequently received bets" in line 8 is transmitted 
prior to the stop bet command. 

Claims 34 and 36-38 are rejected as being dependent on the rejected 
base claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-3, 5-6, 9-19, 21-22, 25-34 and 36-38 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Garahi et al (US 2001/0047291). 

Claim 1 : Garahi discloses a wagering system associated with a first 
wagering facility, the system communicably coupled with a network. The 
system comprises a memory (Fig. 2); and a processor coupled to the memory to 
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receive a first bet on a particular event via the network, the particular event 
comprising at least one of the wagering events hosted by the first wagering 
facility (paragraphs 0100-0101). Garahi does not explicitly disclose storing 
betting odds. However, since Garahi discloses allowing the player to access 
odds information (paragraph 0108), Garahi inherently discloses storing betting 
odds in order to allow the player to retrieve and review previous betting odds. 
Garahi, further, does not explicitly disclose recalculating the betting odds based 
on both of the first bet and the second bet if the second bet is received within a 
predetermined period of time, or recalculating the betting odds based on the 
first bet if the second bet is not received within a predetermined period of time. 
However, Garahi discloses calculating and updating the betting odds in real- 
time (paragraphs 0041, 0098 and 0105), Garahi obviously encompasses 
recalculating the betting odds based on the bets received within a 
predetermined period of time in order to provide the player the current betting 
odds. Garahi does not explicitly. disclose generating a stop bet command such 
that a bet transmitted prior to the stop bet command will be accepted even if 
the bet is received after the stop bet command. However, Garahi discloses that 
the system can first determine whether the betting period has closed prior to 
allowing the player to transmit any more bets (paragraph 0103), if the system 
determines that the betting period has closed, the system informs the players 
that the betting for the particular event has closed and the system does not 
permit the player to make (i.e. submit or transmit) any more bets on that event 
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by darkening out the event (paragraphs 0092 and 0101). Since the system just 
provides a menu with a "send" key prior to the stop bet command (i.e. 
darkening Race "1"), and accepts bets upon the player press the "send" key, the 
bets are always received before the stop bet command, Garahi obviously 
encompasses generating a stop bet command such that a bet transmitted prior 
to the stop bet command will be accepted (i.e. the system provides a menu with 
a send key to allow the player to submit bets) even if the bet is received after the 
stop bet command. 

Claim 2: Garahi does not explicitly disclose determining a specific time 
window between the bets is no more than 15 seconds. However, determining a 
specific time window between the bets is no more than 15 seconds would have 
been well known and obvious matter of design choice. One of ordinary skill in 
the art would have found it obvious to select a specific time window between the 
bets in order to control betting volume from the players. 

Claim 3: Garahi discloses wherein the processor is operable to 
communicate the recalculated betting odds to at least one other wagering 
facility via the network (paragraph 0098). 

Claim 5: Garahi discloses communicating the interactive wagering 
application to the second wagering facility through the network (paragraph 
0083), the interactive wagering application controls the second wagering facility 
through the network to generate a stop bet command to deny (i.e. darkening 
out the event) subsequent bets on the particular event (paragraph 0092). 
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Claim 6: since claim 6 discloses the same subject matter as claim 5, refer 
to discussion in claim 5 above. 

Claim 9: Garahi does not explicitly disclose that the processor denies the 
second be if the second bet is not transmitted prior to the stop bet command is 
generated. However, Garahi discloses informing the player that the betting is 
closed for the race (paragraph 0092), and accepting bets as long as the event is 
open and denying bets when the event is closed (paragraphs 0105 and 0106), 
Garahi obviously encompasses teaching the claimed limitation. Garahi, further, 
discloses that the system can first determine whether the betting period has 
closed prior to allowing the player to transmit any more bets (paragraph 0103), 
if the system determines that the betting period has closed, the system informs 
the players that the betting for the particular event has closed and the system 
does not permit the player to make (i.e. submit or transmit) any more bets on 
that event by darkening out the event (paragraphs 0092 and 0101). Since the 
system just provides a menu with a "send" key prior to the stop bet command 
(i.e. darkening Race "1"), and accepts bets upon the player press the "send" key, 
the bets are always received before the stop bet command, Garahi obviously 
discloses denying the second be if the second bet is not transmitted prior to the 
stop bet command is generated. 

Claim 10: Garahi discloses providing results of the event (paragraph 
0044). Further, communicating the results to a specific device or facility, 
decrypting a bet which is encrypted, and receiving different bets from different 
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facilities would have been well known to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made. 

Claim 11: since claim 1 1 discloses the same subject matter as claim 10, 
refer to discussion in claim 10 above. 

Claim 12: since claim 12 discloses the same subject matter as claim 10, 
refer to discussion in claim 10 above. 

Claim 13: since claim 13 discloses the same subject matter as claim 10, 
refer to discussion in claim 10 above. 

Claim 14: Garahi discloses a pari-mutuel wagering event (paragraph 

0009). 

Claim 15: Garahi discloses a horse race (paragraph 0028). 
Claim 16: Garahi discloses recalculating the betting odds in real-time 
(paragraph 0098). 

Claim 17: since claim 17 discloses the same subject matter as claim 1, 
refer to discussion in claim 1 above. 

Claim 18: since claim 18 discloses the same subject matter as claim 2, 
refer to discussion in claim 2 above. 

Claim 19: since claim 19 discloses the same subject matter as claim 3, 
refer to discussion in claim 3 above. 

Claim 21: since claim 21 discloses the same subject matter as claim 5, 
refer to discussion in claim 5 above. 
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Claim 22: since claim 22 discloses the same subject matter as claim 6, 
refer to discussion in claim 6 above. 

Claim 25: since claim 25 discloses the same subject matter as claim 9, 
refer to discussion in claim 9 above. 

Claim 26: since claim 26 discloses the same subject matter as claim 10, 
refer to discussion in claim 10 above. 

Claim 27: since claim 27 discloses the same subject matter as claim 11, 
refer to discussion in claim 1 1 above. 

Claim 28: since claim 28 discloses the same subject matter as claim 12, 
refer to discussion in claim 12 above. 

Claim 29: since claim 29 discloses the same subject matter as claim 13, 
refer to discussion in claim 13 above. 

Claim 30: since claim 30 discloses the same subject matter as claim 14, 
refer to discussion in claim 14 above. 

Claim 31: since claim 31 discloses the same subject matter as claim 15, 
refer to discussion in claim 15 above. 

Claim 32: since claim 32 discloses the same subject matter as claim 16, 
refer to discussion in claim 16 above. 

Claim 33: since claim 33 discloses the same subject matter as claim 1, 
refer to discussion in claim 1 above. Further, Garahi discloses receiving at a 
first wagering facility a plurality of bets on a wagering event and transmitting 
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each of the bets individually to the second wagering facility (paragraph 0054), 
and coupling the wagering facilities through a network (paragraph 0071). 

Claim 34: Garahi discloses submitting the bet in real time (paragraph 

0101). 

Claim 36: since claim 36 discloses the same subject matter as claim 14, 
refer to discussion in claim 14 above. 

Claim 37: since claim 37 discloses the same subject matter as claim 15, 
refer to discussion in claim 15 above. 

Claim 38: since claim 38 discloses the same subject matter as claims 1 
and 3, refer to discussion in claims 1 and 3 above. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 1 /8/07 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

The amended abstract submitted on 1/8/07 is not entered because the 
amended abstract was placed in the REMARKS section. The amended abstract 
should be placed in the "Amendment to the specification" section. The objection 
to the abstract is maintained in this office action. 

In response to applicant's argument that Garahi does not suggest 
generating a stop bet command such that a bet transmitted prior to the stop 
bet command will be accepted even if the bet is received after the stop bet 
command. As pointed out in the rejection in claim 1 above, Garahi discloses 
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that the system can first determine whether the betting period has closed prior 
to allowing the players to transmit any more bets (paragraph 0103), if the 
system determines that the betting period has closed, the system informs the 
players that the betting for the particular event has closed and the system does 
not permit the player to make (i.e. submit or send or transmit) any more bets 
on that event by darkening out the event (paragraphs 0092 and 0101). Further, 
Garahi discloses that the system receives the bet at the time the player presses ; 
the send key included in the menu, and the system just only provides the menu 
with the "send" key prior to the stop bet command (i.e. before darkening Race 
"1"), therefore the bets are always submitted and received before the stop bet 
command, Garahi obviously discloses generating a stop bet command such that 
a bet transmitted prior to the stop bet command will be accepted (i.e. the 
system provides a menu with a send key to allow the player to submit bets) 
even if the bet is received after the stop bet command. 

In response to applicant's argument in page 1 1, on claims 2-3 and 5-16, 
refer to the 35 USC 103(a) rejections above. 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply 
is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the 
advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
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shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In 
no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the date of this final action. Any response to this final action 
should be mailed to: 
Box AF: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
Or faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300, (for formal communications; please mark 
"EXPEDITED PROCEDURE") . 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Kim T. Nguyen whose telephone 
number is (571) 272-4441. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- , 
Thursday from 8:30AM to 5:OOPM ET. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Xuan Thai, can be reached on (571) 272-7147. The 
central official fax number is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
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PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). 



kn Kim T. Nguyen 

Date: March 12, 2007 Primary Examiner 

Art Unit 3714 



